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REMARKS 

Claims L 19, 36, 42, 53-55, 58, 62, 63, and 67 have been amended. Claims 12, 
32, 55. -5 and 5" ,5 e ;ai um. 1 t C m- "2 uul ^ art s en 1 c mp < t \ . \,. i 5 I 
total pe ding vbims \ppli *. v<.„t ut! Jv : s 

of claim 59. 

The b\uminer rejectee elaim> C\ 32. 33, 35. 36, 42. 5". o3 and 67 under 35 
1 m s N „ s i I la n , ip 1 i !< h \ ' i | 

CI i , * S3, and 35 e he eb> mce!ed \ ! ut preju f < 
Regarding c bin; 56, it s noted t ut In v Cdk a; inn on page ?o, iincs S it 
i\ s 1 v > > ! in ; used one bt Ing a skm e beii 

fast filter for u-ackh-g rewmcn The claim has been amended to add clarity by adopting 
language used in the specification for the 'Mast" and "slow" movement trackers. 

Claim 42 h s bees amt led r < s ! s ^ ..' > ! - - ief dement, and 
vrtead t k - } fni.ciit>naiil thee nmed ievk v 'port for this 

n< ? { sage 33. fines 2-7. 

Claim 57 is canceled without prejudice. 

Claim 63 has been amended to delete the objected to portions of the claim, 
namei) "a current vetocit) of said object" and "curreni acceleration state of said object". 

\p c disa s h h le Examiner egarding i tations of claim 6? 
i ) v. <. v >s h 'ujnilnie> Ik Mg i '\ uei u 

As the h sumbKr indicated, hi an ombudsmen! ot n > s t i s ' u>m from 

s s • n i t vthc b us s me and t sen 

v< W hi. ! Uuae ot V,l dlesem unp 

is i \ 1 s <_ v \ v*. h espe 

Us i Os i Ss. ' s l s it C si 

5 t vidua s I e, if on recordec 

s i v e and a second sensor is record 

. v . j s < i! e v s. > s, ot- ^ 
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In <«rd.es to make she language oi the claim no-re clear "c. ■mpensa^u;^' lias been 
i , % . s - t ^ -ar be 1 u U or \mc i\* me x - 

j5.1J.,S,s t yra 

The Examin e cisd claims 55 wd 62 unde 15 U.S.C §112 second 
paragraph for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which Ls deemed as the invention. 

...edent basis. 

t > i vi ! u s i i . -. > x n in puv Akiu! i tnt 

aim 5 nendment should vick pt p mtecede 1 i he ek «en of 

claim 55. 

( u S la been « ied t clarin tlia j c » the 

35 U. S .C.$)02<b> 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-6. & 13, 18, 20 and 53 under 35 U.S.C. § ! 02(b) 
as being anticipated by US 5,854,88 i to Yoshida, ei al ("the '881 patent"). In view of the 
amendments to claims 1 and 53. Applicant asserts that claims 1-6, S, 13. 18, 20 and 53 
^ s patent 

«. cia. n 1 to indicate lhat the amplifier urram -a is 
•\Jedscaied , ". and thumb oe d-«c« not sw'uch between dtUercnt ;mipl!fiet connectmas a? the 
devices of the "SSI patent do (see Figs. 19, 22 and 32). Support for this amendment 
* ^ , - . ^, l l sn 1 v v wti so o c t paijs. 

22, lines 8-12, m/eo alia, where it states that "each of the differential amplifiers 60.1..60.n 

V v t \ ^.^^ s v. ! ' i t i 5 i . 1 v \ > t** s s^i 

of the grid." 

U 1 ■> t I 'Kl V t t I. I- i U ' Iv 1 

"88; >atented devices t N v i 5 ention are markedl 

L i s „ > v. s\ c* ootKi-M m * on .m r _ e^i e<.s sc e to 

e ! o n *v t sdui « n-( h i ft. y 

sty I too I' seated " >rn st the urgent imemien uses neasurcment;; horn tnorc than 
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one ssmsm 



••'hich sensor the p< 



is located on, an analysis of the phase of the signal measured at the output of the 
differential amplifier is performed. See page 23. line 15 to page 24, Hoe 5 of the 

v ices were to use a dedicate* > en < i 

such as describee ,A !n w nve tion wo k x. nposslbk (wi c £ ins 
-he ae t e\ ^ , ew h <- < u e t * iie a . p ! \\> - i rpus )- ( ^ > g«n of the 

i 1 1 ^ ^ s-> ' V ^ 

i S81 i.e\ ites iiUu ; id i 

Therefore, b i- rvLewd 1 tveduse : ic pre.sem mxentTn j-cn a dedicated [i.e. 

s>w > s 6 s p lb 2 ^ N SK [ 
anticipated b< thc'SSi panm. 



The Examiner rejected claims 7 and HI under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as being 
obvious in view of the "SSI patent. In view of the above discussion regarding the 
v. i < between the differential .mh, arrangements used by the ^ patent and 
the present invention. Applicants submit that there is no suggestion or motivation to 
combine the '881 patent with a dedicated differential amplifier n 
knowledge of those skilled in the art to create the inventions of claims 7 and 9-1 L 
t>'uc r. Ambumn <vo iJ Urns " and 9~> «K'i n.vhoc i e hmuanoii ol a 
led sealed ovmiai amp c - en are not obvious in view of the 'SSI patent 
braHe:o J us, el b 

The Examiner rejected claims 22-27, 3.8-41, 54. 58. 60, 61 and 69-71. under 35 
S.C. §b en oven rhe ; S8i paten 1 his ew ^ X A 1 N M 91 to Web 

a! n v N v he a mend mt . 1 1 

^ ^ 1 f ! '! I t 1 v i is v U UV ! ill" 

vj!!.!"... A on + \ M :i"J m-~ : a r e t _!i - n an < ^ 
the '881 p.rvr A , ' ,7 °i publication. 

Pi ts believe that claim 22 is both novc no? 5 si view 
h hi id he mkv J s o < i 
•i > it n sscw ot the k ?y pnhn/io sc 1 ' , 
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eh n 22 ak , .1 i angemcu to he digin?vr device vk n i khebx fme 

has stated that it would be obvious to combine the excitation arrangement of the '791 
publication with the device '88: patent to make the invention of this claim. However, the 
'881 v . v . I' i s objes. is to provide a v it l unction 

without making alterations in an LCD panel which has been conventionally used 
special h 1 ^e lines 35-40 K s 

i ! ! i ! > V, d I H t . v t f. 

'881 ml > . . . i t \ to use an off-the-shelf LCD structure. Therefore, it 

WOlik v V J X i V HI. . v. H O ^ , < * V 

"sc 88 devices s \a there 0 surest i <n r motiva >n. t do nd i . u ^! 
v el c < > r< don. 

ReeOKh:^ . o r s * .md o . . s noted to i? Ik ^ airo hsJabe a pa\sbe -w os 
which >\onl - k-ai be excite? citation arrangemen so\s 

respect to claim 22, the "881 does not use an excitation arrangement and actually teaches 
away from adding one to the display. Therefore, the combination of the *8-8l patent and 
1 -70; >n m order to provide a device which functions with a passive stylus is 

not obvious. 

The Examiner rejected claim 29 under 35 U.S.C. §103(8) as being obvious over 
the '88! patent in view of US 4.788,386 to Matthews, et at. ("the '386 patent") and 
claims 3! and 34 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over the '881 patent in view 
o^t\"> t J s {-{he U patent") la view of the m endment to 

clain L App ots be e\ v c J combinations >f the 88. pete ? md the 386 patent 
- he '88! paten c t )34 patent fail to teach all the limitations of claims 29. 31 
i U is of these ferences do not rende 1 and 

34 obvious. 
NewOajms 

New claim 72 is a combination of J aim 1 and claim 14. Applicants note for the 
? » I o as pres sly < ~>m ted o by the I nner b csted a 

>eing v c ited into -clain s v n l e - l - 

\ 0 S fi a ks < u endf e s e.a-sed aKo 
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New claim 73 has been added to further define a feature of an exemplary 
embodiment of the invention, which is that the sensors of the transparent digitizer are 
sensed simoi < ithe$ than to sequence, for example as performed in the '881 



b* light or the above remarks and amendments, it is believed by the Applicants 
that the application is in a condition for allowance. Notice to this effect is respectfully 
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Resuectbdiv submitted, 
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